ACCESSION   OF   FAISAL
regarding the 'Open Door5 in 'Iraq, \\here, the former main-
tained, citing the San Remo Agreement as evidence, that
Great Britain had assumed a position inconsistent \vith the
draft Mandate which was specific on the point of economic
equality.* The amnesty did not appear until May 30th3 2 due
to prolonged consultations with the Quai d'Orsay and the
Government of India.
Without the announcements, the situation in 'Iraq hung
fire in spite of the strenuous efforts made by Faisal's partisans
in the expectation that the Cairo schedule would be followed.
It was clear that many of the 'Iraqis were holding back for a
definite lead. The answers of Sharif Husain to the telegrams
sent him by 'Iraqi notables, asking that he send one of his sons
to "Iraq, were too vague to give the desired stimulus, although
they were regarded by many as having been inspired by H.M.
Government — it was generally known that he had drawn a
subsidy from the British Government.3 In Mosul, where strong
sentiment existed in favour of Amir Faisal, the efforts of the
Baghdad Sharifian party to secure co-operation in sending
letters to Sharif Husain were deemed an attempt to force the
issue, which should be left to the Constituent Assembly.
Not until early June did the official machinery begin to move,
and then according to a modified form of the original Cairo
schedule. In the first week of June, H.M. Government tele-
graphed permission to the Hijaz that Faisal might leave for
clraq. Accordingly telegrams from the Sharif, announcing that
he was sending his son Faisal to the Arabs of 'Iraq, were
1	Article n of the Draft Mandate for Mesopotamia, Accts. and Papers, 1931
(Cmd. 1176), xliii, 721.   For this controversy, which aroused much ill feeling
on both sides, see ibid., 1921 (Cmd. 1236) xliii, 481; 1921 (Cmd. 1351), xliii,
493. Also Gerig, B , The Open Door and the Mandate System (1930), Ch. vi;
Secretary Hughes, New York Times, October 24th, 1924.
2	Text: Baghdad Times and Basrah Times, May soth, 1921; Admin. Report,
1920-1922, App. 5.
3	His subsidy had ceased in February, 1920.  It was renewed subsequent to
Faisal's enthronement, but only a single payment of £5°°° was made in August,
1921, as the Sharif failed to live up to the conditions imposed: ParL Debates\
H. of L., Vol. xux (1922), pp. 241-3*
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